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Pusuic Law 601, 79TH ConeREss 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United State: 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Rute X 
SEC. 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 
+ * * * * a K 
17. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


+ * * * * * * 

(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


* * * * * * * 


Rute XII 


LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 
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RULES ADOPTED BY THE 85TH CONGRESS 
House Resolution 5, January 3, 1957 
* * . a = - * 


Rute X 


STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, 


™* * x * oF es ” 
(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* > * * * * . 
Ruue XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


* . * * * * * 

17. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United Btates of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* ¥* * * * * * 


26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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SYNOPSIS 


This country faces many years of tension and conflict with the 
Soviet Union, with the possibility of all-out war steadily increasing 
if the Kremlin continues to make territorial and power gains, three 
political scientists told the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities in the accompanying consultation. ; 5 

The three political scientists, all associated with the Foreign Policy 
Research Institute of the University of Pennsylvania, flatly rejected 
the frequently advanced theory that Communists are following a 
“limited war’’ strategy in their efforts to seize control of the world. 

Dr. Robert Strausz-Hupé, director of the Foreign Policy Research 
Institute and professor of political science at the University of Penn- 
sylvania, stated: 


The Communist strategy never has been, and is not now, 
a strategy of limited war such as that which has preoccupied 
many Western writers in recent years. 


Rather, it is a strategy of ‘‘protracted conflict.” He continued: 


The strategy of protracted conflict prescribes the annihila- 
tion of the opponent by a long series of carefully calibrated 
operations, by feints and maneuvers, by psychological and 
economic warfare, and by diverse forms of violence * * *. It 
encompasses all known forms of violent and nonviolent con- 
flict techniques, and fuses them into a weapons spectrum 
which begins on the left with the seemingly most innocuous 

olitical activities, such as she clandestine distribution of 
eaflets, and terminates on the right end of the spectrum with 
the megaton bomb. 


The steady gains made by the forces of communism over the free 
world in the last 12 years were attributed by Dr. Strausz-Hupé and 
his two institute associates to the fact that the Communists have a 
distinct advantage in their protracted conflict strategy, which is an 
“organic scheme of conflict,” integrating all phases of their activity, 
political, economic, military, etc., toward the one major goal they 
— As far as the Communists are concerned, Dr. Strausz~-Hupé 
said: 

There is no difference between cold and hot war. There 
is no essential difference between military and _ political 
means. They are all instruments of conflict, leading to the 
same objective of power accumulation. 


Mr. James E. Dougherty, a research fellow of the Foreign Policy 
Research Institute and assistant professor of political science at St. 
Joseph’s College in Philadelphia, said that study had convinced those 
at the institute that Communist psychological warfare was based on 
very careful analysis of Western psychology. This analysis, he said, 
was based in turn on the studies of Pavlov, the Russian psychiatrist 
who found that the behavior of animals could be conditioned by the 
application of certain stimuli and that the same is true, to some 
extent, of human beings. 
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2 COMMUNIST STRATEGY OF PROTRACTED CONFLICT 


The major aim of the Communists in their psychological warfare, 
Mr. Dougherty said, is to engage in numerous conflicts of all kinds 
with the West but never to give the West the kind of stimulus that 
would rouse it to vigorous counteraction. He stated that this is a 
lesson the Communists learned in Korea. Today, instead of engag- 
ing in direct and overt aggression, they resort to indirect attacks, 
using others as their pawns, and to other offenses and insults which, 
while irritating, will only arouse the West to action that ‘will always 
be inadequate in the immediate point of the conflict.” 

In this way, the Communists hope to make small, steady gains 
and yet avoid the all-out conflict they do not want. ‘“They will be 
careful not to put the West into such a determined position that the 
Communists can then neither advance another step without plunging 
into general war nor retreat without a serious loss of prestige.” 

At the same time the Soviets will not shrink from threatening gen- 
eral war as part of their oan 3g warfare against the West, Mr. 
Dougherty continued, because “this helps to condition the mind of 
the West further.” 

Mr. Alvin J. Cottrell, instructor in political science at the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania and also a research fellow at its Foreign Policy 
Research Institute, mentioned that Stalin had once told a Western 
ambassador, “Russia and the West both fear war, but we fear it 
slightly less than you do.” Mr. Cottrell added that as long as we 
let fear rule our actions, we will always be at a disadvantage and will 
never be able to deal from a position of strength, no matter how 
powerful our weapons may be. 

Dr. Strausz-Hupé asserted that the Communists “undoubtedly” 
would prefer to achieve their goal without war and would certainly 
not want one when they are enjoying such great success with their 
res methods of expansion. At the same time, however, he pointed 
out that— 


a general war has never been ruled out by any of the impor- 
tant Communist thinkers * * * we are * * * compelled 
to assume that, if they ever think they can annihilate us with 
relative impunity, they will do so * * *. As far as the 
Communists are concerned, the intensity of all modes of 
warfare is purely a matter of tactical convenience. 


Summing up the views of the three political scientists on this point, 
Dr. Strausz-Hupé said that if the United States were ever isolated 
and surrounded in a hostile world, ‘‘then the Communists would not 
hesitate to deliver a final knockout blow.” 

Mr. Dougherty said the Communists recognize that the ‘global 
balance of terror operates to their advantage.” As a result of cleverly 
manipulated Soviet psychological warfare which evokes weak, in- 
adequate response from the West— 


with each re year, it becomes psychologically more 
difficult for the West to contemplate taking a decisive stand 
in any particular conflict situation. 


In replying to a question concerning a summit conference, Mr. 
Dougherty said that it would be “unrealistic” to think that Moscow 
would negotiate an end to world tensions unless it feared it had 
pushed the West so far that the West was ready to “offer effective 
resistance to communism at the level of global strategy * * *. They 
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have to keep expanding the conflict and building up revolutionary 
ton? 5," 

Referring to the current developments in the Middle East and else- 
where, the political scientists said that the world today is witnessing 
the results of 40 years of Communist anti-Western “agitation and con- 
flict propaganda.”” The Communists ‘work to upset the status quo 
wherever it favors the West.”’ 

The political scientists stressed the fact that— 


the Communists * * * are not really revolutionaries, but 
counterrevolutionaries * * *. Not asingle major revolution 
during the last two generations has been sparked by the 
Communists. 


Rather, by various techniques of deceit, subversion, etc., Communists 
have made a practice of capturing revolutions actually made by others. 
They have “refined and developed this process to a point which sur- 
passes our ability to imagine.” 

Explaining current feelings and developments among the peoples in 
the colonial areas of the world, Mr. Dougherty said: 


Lenin and his successors converted Marxist communism 
from a doctrine of social class conflict within nations into a 
doctrine of international conflict between regions of the world, 
with the West as the principal target region. 


Turning to methods by which the free world could counteract 
Communist protracted conflict and psychological warfare strategy, 
the political scientists made a strong plea for more responsibility and 
hardheadedness on the part of news analysts and others who are in 
positions to mold public opinion. 

All too often, Mr. Cottrell said, United States news and information 
media give significant assistance to the Kremlin. He cited as one 
example the highly exaggerated assertions in the United States press 
at the time the Soviet Union launched the first sputnik. Numerous 
writers and commentators at that time fully accepted every claim 
made by the Moscow-controlled Tass News Agency and fed the 
American people ‘“news’’ to the effect that the Kremlin was so far 
ahead of us that we hardly bad a chance. Subsequent developments 
ee these claims to be completely wrong, but, by that time, they 

ad had Communist-serving effect not only on the American people, 
but the people and leaders of many uncommitted nations. 

American newscasters, Mr. Cottrell said, sometimes ‘‘vie with one 
7 in playing the psychological warfare game with the Kremlin’s 
cards.” 

Mr. Dougherty referred to the “planned misinformation” campaign 
that the Communists have carried on for many years to mislead the 
West about their industrial and technological progress, and warned 
the public against accepting the ‘“Barnumized” deeds of Communist 
society. 

While asserting that the Soviet Union and the Communists were 
“vastly superior” in waging psychological warfare, the political scien- 
tists said that there was no need for this condition to continue and 
that the roles could be reversed if the American public in general and 
particularly those in the communications field displayed more maturity 
and responsibility. 
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TUESDAY, MAY 20, 1958 


Unitrep States Housr oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 
Washington, D. C. 


CONSULTATION 


The following consultation with Robert Strausz-Hupé, Alvin J. 
Cottrell, and James E. Dougherty was held at 2 p. m., im room 226, 
Old House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Committee member present: Representative Francis E. Walter, of 
Pennsylvania, chairman. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director, and William F. 
Heimlich, consultant. 

The CuarrMan. Our session today is a part of a series of consulta- 
tions which the Committee on Un-American Activities is developin 
on various facets of the international Communist conspiratoria 
operation. 

Do you, Robert Strausz-Hupé, Alvin J. Cottrell, and James E. 
Dougherty, solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Dr. Stravusz-Hupf&. I do. 

Mr. Corrre tt. I do. 

Mr. Dovenenrty. I do. 


STATEMENTS OF ROBERT STRAUSZ-HUPE, ALVIN J. COTTRELL, 
AND JAMES E. DOUGHERTY 


Mr. Arens. If you please, gentlemen, would each of you give us a 
brief sketch of your own personal background. 

Dr. Stravusz-Hup&. Iam Dr. Robert Strausz-Hupé, director of the 
Foreign Policy Research Institute of the University of Pennsylvania, 
Professor of Political Science in the Department of Political Science of 
the University; I am a lieutenant colonel in the United States Army 
Reserve, and I have served with the University of Pennsylvania since 
1941. 

Mr. Corrrett. I am Alvin J. Cottrell, Instructor of Political 
Science and a Research Fellow of the Foreign Policy Research Institute 
at the University of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Dovucuerty. I am James E. Dougherty, Assistant Professor 
of Political Science at St. Joseph’s College in Philadelphia and a 
Research Fellow at the Foreign Policy Research Institute, University 
of Pennsylvania. 
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0 COMMUNIST STRATEGY OF PROTRACTED CONFLICT 


Mr. Arens. As a point of departure in our consultation, may I ask 
what is the origin and the meaning of the Communist strategy of 
“protracted conflict’’? 

Dr. Stravusz-Hup&. The nature of the protracted conflict strategy 
is deeply embedded in Marxist thought. Marxist thought is conflict 
thought. The idea of the class struggle is, by definition, an idea of 
abiding and continuous social conflict. 

The ideas of Karl Marx were developed by Lenin—to a doctrine of 
conflict strategy of much wider dimensions than those envisioned by 
Karl Marx. Lenin at the close of the First World War realized that 
in none of the advanced industrial countries of the West would a 
Communist revolution of the Russian type occur. He also realized 
that the one and only country in which communism had achieved 
power was Russia, a predominantly agricultural country. According 
to Marx, Russia should have been among the last countries to serve 
as the stage of a conflict between capitalism and the proletariat. 

Confronted with these manifest contradictions, Lenin expanded the 
concept of class struggle into the concept of imperialist war. He 
argued that the advanced capitalist countries had been able to delay 
the internal revolution as envisioned by Karl Marx by acquiring 
colonies for exploitation; that it was these colonies and their resources 
which, so to speak, cushioned the effects of the capitalist crisis upon 
the proletariat of the industrial nations and thus delayed the ‘“‘in- 
evitable” Socialist revolution. Lenin further argued that this devel- 
opment would sooner or later lead to two phenomena. 

Mr. Arens. What are those two phenomena? 

Dr. Srrausz-Hup&. First, imperialist wars and, secondly, wars of 
colonial liberation. 

As the capitalist countries would start fighting among one another 
for the colonial stakes and as the developments of modern capitalism 
began to make themselves felt within the colonial countries, there 
would be in the colonial countries, first, nationalist resistance, and 
then workers’ movements directed against the foreign and local 
bourgeois capitalists. 

Lenin was not content with merely developing an intellectual 
theory. He went further and refined the theory into a specific 
strategy, which may be summed up in what is probably an apocryphal 
saying: ‘*The shortest way to Paris is via Peking.” 

Lenin proposed that communism exploit the existing tensions 
within the colonial world, foment wars between the imperialist powers, 
and foment civilian risings within the colonial countries. 

This is indeed the strategy which, ever since the famous Baku 
Conference of the Asian peoples in 1920, the Soviets have pursued in 
China, in south Asia, ar also in Africa. 

Mr. Arens. How, precisely, do the Communists pursue this strategy 
and exploit the tensions of which you speak? 

Mr. Dovucuertry. The Communists work to upset the status quo 
wherever it favors the West. They promote ant support the forces 
of social revolution in Asia and Africa which are hostile to the West 
regardless of whether or not they can establish actual political contro 
over those forces. Soviet strategy in the Middle East, for example, 
since 1954 has followed the relatively simple pattern which the Kremlin 
ose everywhere—that is, carefully assessing the conflict possi- 

ilities within a particular region and then aggravating the inherent 
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tensions. Generally speaking, every tension involves the rivalry 
of forces favoring the status quo and those which seek to change it. 
Wherever the success of antistatus quo forces would undermine the 
economic, political, or strategic strength of the Western nations, the 
Soviets can be expected to support them. In the Middle East, 
Egypt and Syria were opposed to the regional status quo. They take 
a@ common stand on practically all the issues which rend Arab society 
internally: the conflicting interests of oil-producing and _ oil-transit 
states; the struggle between conservative monarchies and revolu- 
tionary republics; the contest for leadership of the Arab unity move- 
ment; and the debate over Western pacts, Sinai arms, and economic 
aid. Hence Egypt and Syria, fearing that Arab unity might be 
brought about under the auspices of other Arabs who favor the status 
quo, have been willing to play the dangerous game of accepting 
Soviet support and stirring up trouble for the West. 

Mr. Arens. Professor Strausz-Hupé, may I inquire if, in your 
ee as a student of international communism, communism has 
ost its original ideology? Has there been any type of dilution or con- 
version from the original ideology as developed, say, by Karl Marx? 

Dr. Stravsz-Hupsé. There is no basic ideological shift in com- 
munism. Communism today is essentially what Karl Marx and Lenin 
made it. One can argue that communism has lost its ideological zest, 
especially in Europe. 

It is unlikely, after the events in Hungary, Poland, and East Ger- 
many, that the intellectuals, workers, and students who for genera- 
tions formed the most fertile soil for the growth of Marxist ideas will 
ever again be able to regard communism with their old fervor. Com- 
ve in Europe, as an ideology of Utopia and social promise, is 

ead. 

Communism, however, still exercises a powerful appeal among the 
masses and the intellectual elites of the underdeveloped areas, not so 
much as a dialectic of history or as a philosophy of society, but rather 
as a path to rapid industrialization. in sum, we can say that Western 
analysts have probably paid too much attention to communism as an 
ideology and to the subtle shifts of jargon in which the Communist 
leaders constantly engage. Communism has become primarily a 
doctrine of protracted conflict, and we should approach it as such. 

Mr. Arens. Precisely what do you mean by the “doctrine of pro- 
tracted conflict’’? 

Dr. Srrausz-Huph. The doctrine or, better still, the strategy of 
protracted conflict is calculated to accomplish, through gradual steps, 
a fundamental shift in the distribution of power between the Com- 
munist system and the West. Perhaps the deepest insight into this 
strategy which has ever appeared in published form is afforded by 
the writings of Mao Tse-tung, particularly his work which is sig- 
nificantly entitled “On the Protracted War.’ Mao wrote: ‘The 
only way to win ultimate victory lies in a strategically protracted 
war.” The Chinese Communist Leslie also pointed out that peopie 
who plan such a war “cannot strive for victories beyond the limit 
allowed by the objective conditions, but within that limit they must 
strive for victories through their conscious activity.’”’ Despite its 
Communist jargon, this passage restates trenchantly one of the oldest 
maxims of military thought: The economy of force. ‘The Communists 
move with caution and with careful planning. They shy away from 
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decisive or ‘‘showdown’’ battles with the West and measure their 
challenges in such a way as will permit them to “nibble away”’ at the 
non-Communist world until the balance of power has shifted over- 
whelmingly to their side. The Communist strategy never has been, 
and is not now, a strategy of limited war such as that which has pre- 
occupied many Western writers in recent years. The strategy of 
protracted conflict prescribes the annihilation of the opponent by a 
long series of carefully calibrated operations, by feints and maneuvers, 
by psychological and economic warfare, and by diverse forms of 
violence. This theory, which neither explicitly nor implicitly rules 
out the final knockout punch, is vastly more sophisticated than the 
one which the Western strategists of limited war have attempted to 
distill from the history of 18th and 19th century Europe. It en- 
compasses all known forms of violent and nonviolent conflict tech- 
niques, and fuses them into a weapons spectrum which begins on the 
left with the seemingly most innocuous political activities, such as 
the clandestine distribution of leaflets, and terminates on the right 
end of the spectrum with the megaton bomb. 

If we look at history, we can see that the Communists have seldom 
acted as the real originators of revolution. Not a single major revolu- 
tion during the last two generations has been sparked by the Com- 
munists. Even the Russian revolution was, in the first instance, the 
work of democratically minded right wing and moderate Socialists, 
the Mensheviki, the liberals around Miliukov and Kerensky. It was 
they who made the Russian revolution in 1917. The Communists, 
using their conflict techniques of subversion, penetration, propaganda, 
deception, and every form of intrigue, were able to capture the 
genuinely democratic revolution which broke out in February 1917. 
By October of that year the Communists, a tiny but determined 
minority, had imposed their will and their ruthless control upon the 
entire revolutionary movement. 

The Communists, if we may employ their own vocabulary, are not 
really revolutionaries, but counterrevolutionaries. They should not be 
credited with originating the nationalist movements in Asia or the 
Arab world. Today they are doing in those regions exactly what 
they did in Russia in 1917. They are capturing, through a variety 
of techniques which have been developed by professional conspirators, 
revolutions which have been created by others. The Communists 
have refined and developed this process to a point which surpasses 
our ability to imagine. 

The Communist concept of war draws heavily on the writings of 
Gen. Karl von Clausewitz, the Prussian strategist. General Clause- 
witz’ book, “On War,” which appeared in the first part of the 19th 
century, was intensely studied by Marx’ collaborator, Friedrich Engels, 
by Lenin, who heavily annotated his copy of Clausewitz, and by Stalin, 
one of whose last essays in Pravda was a critical review of an article 
by a military historian on Clausewitz. 

The essence of Clausewitz’ ee is that the purpose of war is 
political. Its ends must be political; otherwise war would be a wholly 
urational activity. War is simply the continuation of politics by 
other means. In a revolutionary age, war and politics blend into one 
spectrum of protracted conflict. In his copy of Clausewitz’ “On 

ar,” Lenin underscored the following passage: 
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If war belongs to policy, it will naturally take its character 
from thence. If alan is great and powerful, so also will 
be the war, and this may be carried to the point where war 
attains to its absolute form. 

It is only through this kind of view that war recovers 
unity; only by it can we see all wars as things of one kind 
and only thus can we attain the true and perfect basis and 
point of view from which great plans may be traced out and 
determined upon. 


There is no difference between cold and hot war. There is no 
essential difference between military and political means. They are 
all instruments of conflict, leading to the same objective of power 
accumulation. This is what the Clausewitzian philosophy means 
in the hands of the Communists. 

It is very difficult to say as to whether in every concrete case they 
rag the precepts of Clausewitz, but the profound affinity of thought 
is obvious. 

Mr. Hermuicn. Certainly, the principles he initiated are not 
violated. 

Dr. Srravusz-Hup&. That is right. On the other hand, there are 
a great many differences between Clausewitz’ and the Communists’ 
philosophy. Let us not do an injustice to Clausewitz, who was a 
stanch, progressively minded supporter of popular government 
which the Communists are not. But on this identity of the political 
and military, the Communists and Clausewitz agree, and that is the 
key to their strategy. 

Mr. Arens. The United States emerged from World War II as 
one of the countries with the most advanced technologies and one 
of the healthiest economies. On the basis of specialized study of the 
tides and currents of international communism, would you express 
yourself as to why and how it has happened, within the space of 12 or 
13 years, that the Soviet Communists have made such rapid strides 
offensively against the free world everywhere? 

Dr. Srrausz-Hupk. The Communists are not supermen. Man for 
man, the Communists are not more intelligent than anybody else and 
surely not more intelligent than the average American. Despite the 
sputnik and other technological feats, the Communists are not out of 
our reach and, sometimes, not even up to us technologically or 
scientifically. 

They are, however, armed with one powerful weapon which has 
thus far proved effective enough to neutralize, and in many instances 
to defeat, our policies. This weapon is an informing theory, a central 
doctrine of conflict which integrates all political, social, economic, 
psychological, technological, and military activities into one organic 
scheme of conflict. 

Mr. Arens. I am still not quite clear, Doctor, whether your thesis 
today is that the Communists are engaged in a conflict against the 
free world which they have initiated in many areas, or whether they 
feel that there is already in being a process of conflict of which they 
can take advantage. 

Which of the two theories do you pursue today in your presentation? 

Dr. Srrausz-Hup&. That is an excellent question, indeed the 
crucial question, in any effort to assess Communist strategy. Our 
basic thesis is that the Communists depend more upon exploiting and 





10 COMMUNIST STRATEGY OF PROTRACTED CONFLICT 


aggravating conflicts than upon actually creating genuine revolution- 
ary situations. Being, by nature of their doctrine, revolutionaries 
themselves, the Communists have been able to grasp, much better 
than we have, the nature of the revolutionary forces abroad in our age. 
They have been able to ride the wave of these forces and to harness 
their power to their own political purposes. These forces—emergent 
nationalism, rising economic expectations, population expansion, 
anticolonialism, and so forth—have been at work for a long time. 
The Communists, let us not forget, have meanwhile been carrying on 
agitation and conflict propaganda in many parts of the world for more 
than 40 years, and their labors are now caine to bear fruit. By 
poisoning the minds of the peoples of underdeveloped areas against 
the West, the Communists see to it that these conflicts which could 
be composed, were they not around, become irreconcilable. 

Mr. Arens. To use a term of the laboratory, do you characterize 
the Communist position as that of catalytic agents in a test tube 
which is already in a state of ferment? 

Dr. Srrausz-Hups&. That is an excellent term, and I hope that 
term will be used in the record. 

Mr. DovexHerty. Some Communist revolutionaries, such as Trotsky 
and the German Spartacists, tried, shortly after the First World War, 
to return to the pristine sources of Marxism and to instigate Com- 
munist class revolutions. When they failed, they were downgraded 
by other Communist leaders, especially Stalin, who saw that such an 
approach to the world conflict situation was highly dangerous, because 
it might galvanize Western Europe into decisive counteraction against 
Russian communism. Stalin wished to give communism a strong 
base in one country before trying to launch the next phase in the 
international revolutionary upheaval. Ever since then, the Com- 
munists have beld back from making a direct revolutionary assault 
upon the Western industrial nations. They have preferred to advance 
their own revolutionary cause by fastening onto other revolutions, 
especially in the underdeveloped areas, which, according to Marxist 
doctrine, were not ripe for the social class revolution. In a sense, 
Lenin and his successors converted Marxist communism from a doc- 
trine of social class conflict within nations into a doctrine of inter- 
national conflict between regions of the world, with the West as the 
principal target region. In this international conflict, the Com- 
munists seek to win, for the Communist bloc, the friendly support of 
most of the erstwhile colonial regions of the world. 

Mr. Arsens. Would you gentlemen care to go into fuller detail in 
explaining how the Communists utilize the existing conflicts in the 
world to promote their own objective of world communism? 

Dr. Srravusz-Hupsh. We have already pointed out that, since an 
development which will weaken the United States and the West will 
correspondingly strengthen the Communists, it does not matter what 
movement may develop, so long as it is hostile to the Atlantic Allies, 

Wherever a conflict arises, the Communists can be relied upon to 
have a small number of professional revolutionaries on the spot who 
will seek to give it a direction that will support Communist world 
strategy and, in the long run, pervert that movement and transform it 
into the Communist movement. 

In Cyprus, for example, there is a genuine nationalist movement 
afoot. The Greek Cypriotes have been struggling for several years 
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to achieve Enosis (union with Greece). The overwhelming majority 
of the Cypriote guerrillas and revolutionaries are not Communist. 
Probably a majority of them are anti-Communist. The Communists 
on Cyprus, led by a hard core of agents who received their training 
behind the Iron Curtain or else were schooled by the British Commun- 
ist Party, seek to capitalize upon the nationalist movement. The 
mayors of the three towns next in size to Nicosia, the capital city, are 
Communists. The Communists, despite their small numerical 
strength, also dominate the trade-union movement of 20,000 workers, 
The Communists’ position in the municipal governments and in the 
unions serves as a springboard for conflict operations. The Com- 
munists are able to stir up trouble between Greek and Turkish Cy- 
priotes, and thereby heighten tensions between two NATO partners 
in the eastern Mediterranean. They also hold a powerful club over 
the British base system on Cyprus, which depends upon the willing 
cooperation of transport workers. No matter what happens on 
Cyprus, there will be Communists in important positions who, given 
the proper instructions from Moscow, will seek to bend the emotional 
power of the forces stirred up by the issue of Enosis into the service of 
the Soviets. 

Mr. Corrretu. The countries of Southeast Asia furnish the Com- 
munists with a variety of conditions and issues to exploit. Laos, 
Cambodia, Vietnam, Burma, Thailand, and Malaya are especially 
susceptible to overland infiltration by the Communists, since guer- 
rillas can effectively operate in jungle terrain. Furthermore, as we 
have seen recently, the Communists have infiltrated into positions of 
influence within official Indonesian circles. One of the salient facts 
about all these Southeast Asian societies is the presence of powerful 
“overseas Chinese”? communities, which provide Chinese Communist- 
agents with excellent opportunities for raising funds and disseminating 
propaganda. In Cambodia, for example, where 95 percent of the 
commercial life is in Chinese hands, there has already been a serious 
struggle over textbooks. The Chinese wish to abandon their old 
texts and import new ones for their children from Communist China. 
Other danger signals can be seen in the increased influence of leftist 
newspapers, as well as the greater space given by moderate newspapers 
to news from Moscow and Peking sources. The overseas Chinese 
communities, which number about 10 million throughout Southeast 
Asia, give the Peking regime a certain bargaining power in its drive 
to obtain diplomatic recognition. If the Communists stir up sufficient 
trouble, the countries of Southeast Asia, including some treaty part- 
ners of the United States, may think of entering diplomatic relations 
with Peking in order to placate the local Chinese communities. 

Mr. AreEns. Do you believe that the protracted conflict strategy of 
the international Communist operation will eventually lead to a 
shooting war between the Soviet empire and the United States? 

Dr. Srrausz-Hup&. A general war has never been ruled out by any 
of the important Communist thinkers: Marx, Lenin, Stalin, or Khru- 
shchev. Undoubtedly, the Communists would prefer to gain their ends 
without war. Indeed, in recent years, the Communists’ indirect strat- 
egy of expansion, which uses political, psychological, and economic 
maneuvers, has probably proved more successful than their violent 
military gambits; for example, in Korea. But we should remember 
that, as far as the Communists are concerned, the intensity of all 
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modes of warfare is purely a matter of tactical convenience. It is quite 
conceivable that if the United States should ever become completely 
isolated from its friends, forced back upon its own continental base, 
and surrounded by a hostile world dominated by Moscow and Peking, 
then the Communists would not hesitate to deliver a final knockout 
blow. We are, unfortunately, compelled to assume that if they ever 
think they can annihilate us with relative impunity, they will do so. 

Mr. Arrens. We have heard a great deal in recent years about 
Communist psychological warfare. Does your study on protracted 
conflict cast any new light on this threat? 

Mr. Doucuerty. Yes; we take up some of the threats of Com- 
munist psychological warfare in our study. We think, first of all, 
that the Communists have made a very careful analysis of the psy- 
chology of the West. To a certain extent this analysis is based upon 
the data gathered from Pavlovian psychology. 

Mr. ArEens. What is Pavlovian psychology? 

Mr. Doveuerty. Pavlovian psychology is what we might call a 
psychology of conditioning. It seeks to control the behavioral 
responses of the subject through the careful application of stimuli. 

Pavlov himself showed that some of the lessons learned in his experi- 
ments with animals have a certain applicability to men. Today, we 
recognize the fact that it is possible to condition the minds of men 
and to induce, through the repeated application of a certain stimulus, 
a desired response. 

Our study of the protracted conflict strategy reveals that the Com- 
munists have learned, first of all, to refrain from furnishing the West 
with that kind of stimulus which is most likely to rally the West into 
vigorous counteraction. They are careful not to excite the West 
into taking decisive action. 

Mr. Heruicu. Isn’t there evidence now that that excitement 
point might have been reached by the West? 

Mr. Dovenerty. How do you mean? 

Mr. Hemuicsu. I mean by the vigorous action which is being taken 
by the Western Powers to band into military formations for military 
apart in a defensive posture against the Communist aggressive 

olicies. 
7 Mr. Dovexuerty. Up until now they have not furnished the West 
with the kind of provocation which would stimulate the Atlantic 
Alliance into taking a showdown stand. 

Let me put it this way: It is true that, as their threat grows and 
slowly builds up in intensity, the West is taking countersteps and is 
building up its military defenses. But by carefully calibrating their 
challenges the Communists make sure that our counterefforts will 
always be inadequate in the immediate point of the conflict. 

The Communists learned in Korea that it is dangerous to furnish 
a dramatic fully blown challenge in the form of old-fashioned military 
aggression because this is the one form of challenge which the West is 
best prepared psychologically to meet. 

Even though we had, a few months before the outbreak of the 
Korean war, ruled Korea out of the area that we were going to defend, 
nevertheless when the North Koreans committed aggression there, it 
took the United States only 48 hours to make a forceful rejoinder. 

Now, you will remember that when Mao Tse-tung entered Korea a 
few months later, he did not make the same mistake which the North 
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Koreans had made. He tiptoed into Korea, filtering in “‘volunteers”’ 
by the hundreds and then by the thousands. 

There was confusion in Western capitals as to what was going on. 
We were not sure what Mao Tse-tung’s intentions were. There was 
no blunt provocation which might have brought a decisive counter- 
move from the United States, perhaps in the form of an ultimatum 
to Mao Tse-tung. 

Mr. Cortre.u. I think the point is this: Their strategy is to make 
sure that we are never confronted with a clear-cut case of aggression. 
We recognize the old- type gression, where a political border is 
crossed with armed might. The Communists, however, try to pre- 
sent us with a more subtle, ambiguous type of attack. 

In Lebanon we do not know whether the Communists are directly 
involved in the rebellion. The case of Indochina was similar. Hun- 
gary, on the other hand, presented a different situation. Hungary 
was considered by the Russians a part of their empire and they were 
reintervening in their own internal affairs. 

This, at least, is the attitude they foisted off on the Western World. 

Mr. Dovcuerry. The Communists adopt the cautious approach 
only when moving into territory that is considered to be part of the 
non-Communist world. They hesitate hardly at all when it comes to 
a a Hungarian rising with ruthlessness and quick application 
of force 

Mr. Corrretu. Many people feel, and with some justification, that 
the Russians were afraid the Hungarian revolt would spread to East 
Germany, where conflict would be much harder to contain. That 
might have led to general war which the Russians were ill-prepared to 
wage and which they do not want because nonviolent expansion has 
proved so successful. 

Why should they present us with an overt case where our prestige 
is involved and where our Strategic Air Command would go into 
action so long as the world revolutionary situation favors them? 
All they need do is sit back and manipulate the world situation here, 
aggravate it there. This is the type of strategy which they are likely 
to pursue so long as our strategic capabilities ae them. Only when 
they have completely “encircled” us will they present us with an 
ultimatum. 

Mr. Armens. How does the proposal for a summit conference fit 
into this protracted conflict of the Communists? 

Mr. Dovucuerty. The underlying a tion of the summit 
conference usually seems to be that it is possible to negotiate to bring 
an end to the tensions which now beset the world. 

In our study of protracted conflicts, we have been led to the con- 
clusion that, since the Communists have been so successful in promot- 
ing conflicts all over the world, they will not now be willing to sit 
down and talk seriously about bringing the conflicts to an en 

Communism is a dynamic movement. It must keep expanding. 
It must maintain its reputation as the most progressive movement in 
the world. 

It is unrealistic to think that the Communists will negotiate an 
end to world tensions, at least not until they really fear that they have . 
pushed the West to the danger point, where the West would begin 
to offer effective resistance to communism at the level of global 
strategy. 
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Now, this is what we might call the crucial problem of their strategy. 
They have to keep expanding the conflict and building up revolution- 
ary tension very slowly, always carefully gaging the reaction of the 
West. They do not want to dineks the West to such an extent that it 
will suddenly turn on them, figuring that it has had enough. 

They will be careful not to put the West into such a determined 
position that the Communists can then neither advance another step 
without plunging into general war nor retreat without a serious loss of 

restige. 
. The conflict must be rendered increasingly ambiguous while the 
pace of conflict increases, so that the West’s responses can be effectively 
inhibited. This is where we come back to the question of psychological 
warfare which you raised previously, Mr. Arens. It might be possible 
for them to keep building up their challenge to the West indefinitely 
without really ever crossing the danger threshold. 

Mr. Arens. Would you say it is a nibbling process? 

Mr. Doveuerty. It most certainly is a nibbling process; and each 
time they manage to nibble off another piece of the free world and 
incorporate it into their own territory, they feel that they have 
weakened us a little bit more and have commensurately strengthened 
themselves. 

At the same time, they recognize that the global balance of terror 
operates to their advantage. With each passing year it becomes 
psychologically more difficult for the West to contemplate taking a 
devisive stand in any particular conflict situation. 

Mr. Hermurcu. If this process continues over a long period, does 
it not appear that the West will lose its own identification by default? 

Mr. Doveuerty. This is possible. It could happen by degrees. 
Perhaps developments in Europe will lead to the gradual reorientation 
toward the Sino-Soviet bloc of some European countries that now 
consider themselves part of the West. 

In this connection I would like to call attention to the economic 
aspects of Communist strategy. The West has always operated 
under the assumption that there is but one world economy, one world 
market. Since the Communist system has come into being, we have 
in the world two international economies. From the end of the First 
World War until the end of the Second World War, it was simply a 
case of the U. S. S. R. versus the rest of the world. The Soviets 
during that time pursued an economic policy which was designed to 
build up their own system. This involved importing all of the heavy 
equipment and machinery which they were able to purchase from the 
Western capitalistic system. They imported about $8 billion worth 
of equipment from the West in the interwar period. 

After the Second World War, the Communists moved into Eastern 
Europe and created Socialist economies there. They integrated these 
countries, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Rumania, Bulgaria, into 
the Socialist economy. Prior to the war, all of those countries had 
carried on most of their trade with the West. Now, they have been 
locked into the Socialist bloc. 

After 1949 China, which had always been looked upon by the West- 
ern capitalists as a limitless market for future productivity, was in- 
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corporated into the Socialist bloc. Bit by bit the Communists have 
been picking off these areas of the world, tearing them away from the 
Western capitalistic economy and integrating them into the Socialist 
economy. They have constructed an economic system that is begin- 
ning to furnish genuine competition to the Western economy. 

he Communists are beginning to invade markets traditionally at 
the disposal of the European and American capitalistic states. Their 
drive into the underdeveloped countries of the world represents a pre- 
liminary effort to gain a foothold in these economies and enter into 
trade agreements which will gradually enable them to reorient those 
economies toward the Socialist bloc. This economic warfare is merely 
a prelude to the political reorientation of these countries. Egypt and 

ghanistan are already exposed to Soviet political pressure. 

Mr. Arens. In this protracted conflict strategy of the Communists, 
to what extent do they use direct measures and to what extent do they 
use indirect measures in order to accomplish their objectives? 

Mr. Cortretu. I think, Mr. Arens, the Communists have used in- 
direct methods except for the case of Korea—and even there, of course, 
this was not a Russian attack itself; it was a proxy attack carried out 
with apparent collusion on the part of the Chinese Communists and 
the Soviets. 

But since that time, and certainly during the past few years, their 
approach has been a very cautious one. I believe that they were 
more worried about the ‘‘massive retaliation’”’ doctrine announced by 
Mr. Dulles than many analysts in this country would have us believe. 
In other words, they were well aware of the fact that we were in a 
a to annihilate them from our ring of strategic bases. They 

ave been striving constantly to alter this military balance. What 
is even more serious, they have managed to make many people in 
the West believe that the military balance of power has already 
changed in favor of the Soviets. In all of their actions, however, the 
Communists have proceeded with a maximum of circumspection. 

Guatemala is a case in point. Here, the Communist bloc sold arms 
to a Communist-controlled government in Central America. Natu- 
rally, this was a very serious matter inasmuch as it took place in an 
area which has been considered, under the Monroe Doctrine, “off 
limits’ to foreign interests. Significantly, the arms were Czecho- 
slovakian; they were delivered to the Polish port of Stettin, whence 
they were relayed by a neutral Swedish ship to Guatemala. This is 
just one instance of a favorite Soviet stratagem: the use of proxies 
for carrying on conflict. Syria and Egypt in the Middle East are 
another example of the proxy strategy. Undoubtedly, the conditions 
of Soviet aid to Syria and t are that those countries continue to 
stir up trouble in the Middle East. 

In the Jordan crisis, also, the Soviets were never physically present. 
Again it was a maneuver by proxy. But Jordan provides one instance 
in which the proxy method did not pay off. 

The United States had already committed itself to Jordan. It was 
in @ position where it could not very well back out without losing 
tremendous prestige in the area. The Turks apparently were pre- 
pared to move against Syria, if the latter attempted to intervene 
militarily against Hussein’s government. 
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The Syrians, in calculating an invasion of Jordan, had to reckon 
with Hussein’s own loyal forces, the Turks, and, potentially, the 
United States Marines. Unless the Soviets were prepared to back 
the Syrians openly, it would have been foolhardy for the Syrians to 
move. Obviously, this Soviet commitment did not come. In that 
instance we won out, because the Russians obviously were unwilling 
to move to the brink of war. 

The same fear explains the Russian propaganda campaign at the 
height of the Turko-Syrian crisis. There were strong indications that 
some elements in Turkey pressed for an invasion of Syria, when the 
latter was in danger of being converted into a Soviet satellite. The 
Soviet propaganda campaign against Turkey was undoubtedly de- 
signed to prevent the Turks from making the move which would then 
have forced the Russians to support the Syrians militarily. 

A Turkish invasion of Syria, in other words, might have touched 
off general war—a contingency which, again, the Russians were 
desperately trying to avert. So long as the overall strategic balance 
of power favors the West, Moscow will eschew situations in which 
the alternatives are general war or retreat with loss of face. 

Mr. Doveuerrty. It is important to note that the Russians will not 
shrink from threatening general war, because this helps to condition 
the mind of the West further. However, if we look back, we will see 
that they threatened general war only in those conflict situations in 
which they were able to control the outcome of events. As far as I 
have been able to determine, at the height of the Hungarian crisis, 
they uttered no threats that this might possibly lead to general war. 
At the same time, however, dew: Gredtened eneral war over the 
Suez crisis by insinuations to bomb Paris and London with rockets 
and warnings to send large numbers of volunteers to Egypt. They 
did not, however, invoke threats of total war when they were embar- 
rassed by a situation, as in Hungary, the outcome of which they could 
not predict with certainty. 

Mr. Arens. What, in your judgment, could or should the forces 
of freedom do to counter this protracted conflict strategy of the 
Communists? 

Mr. Corrre.u. In dealing with conflict situations such as those 
that we have discussed, I think we should start by realizing that the 
Russians, while they do not always show it, also fear general war. 

Stalin once told a Western ambassador: “Russia and the West 
both fear war, but we fear it slightly less than you do.” This state- 
ment sums up the Communists’ greatest psychological advantage. 
So long as we let fear rule our actions, we will be an easy prey for 
Communist blackmail and will never be able to deal from a position 
of strength, no matter how powerful our weapons or how decisive our 
strategic superiority. 

Throughout the postwar period, we enjoyed a tremendous military 
advantage over the Soviet Union. In perfecting the atomic bomb, 
we made the greatest technological breakthrough in the history of 
modern warfare. Yet, we derived practically no benefit from the 
possession of this weapon. It was not used even diplomatically— 
in the Korean war, or since that. time. 

The Russians, on the other hand—as Khrushchev’s “Sputnik diplo- 
macy” has shown—know how to derive the maximum psychological 
and propaganda value from technological breakthroughs. The 
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Russians, in short, are vastly superior to us in the realm of psycho- 
logical warfare. They have been tremendously adept at integrating 
military power fully into their international strategy—something 
which America has never been able to do throughout this entire 
postwar period. 

Mr. Doveuerty. One of the thi that occurs to me, as & uni- 
versity teacher, is that we have to cultivate in our students an abilit, 
to think clearly about international relations. We realize that muc 
of the confusion that exists in the United States today stems from an 
unrealistic analysis of international relations which held sway in 
American universities after the First World War. 

We do not wish to imply that idealism has no place in American 
universities. Quite the contrary. But what we are stumping for is 
a healthy idealism which recognizes the realities of a world situation, 
which understands global political, social, and economic developments 
and is able to place them in a proper moral perspective. 

We think that there are a great many younger teachers in the 
United States today who have had a chance now, since the end of 
the Second World War, to probe more deeply into questions such as 
we have discussed here—questions of international politics, the rela- 
tions of economics to foreign policies, methods of psychological war- 
fare, and so forth—so as to divest themselves of some of the naive 
assumptions that have been made in the past. 

We understand the role of communications better than we did 
a decade ago. We are beginning to see how the Communists are 
able to exploit the free communication system in the West. We do 
not think that the answer to this is censorship or infringements upon 
the rights of people to express themselves freely. Nor do we think 
that the answer lies in institutional changes in the Government. 
There are no easy gimmicks that can be introduced to solve our 
problems suddenly and completely. One thing we like to stress is 
the need for a more responsible attitude on the part of people who 
are in a position to mold public opinion—people who profess to be 
analysts of the news. We think that persons who hold positions 
of communications power should be Sentel more hardheaded in their 
approach to world developments than most of them are. 

Mr. Argens. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Corrrety. Let me give you an example, Mr. Arens. 

Following the announcement that the Soviet Union had put an 
earth satellite into orbit, the columnists in the United States seemed 
to vie with one another in playing the psychological warfare game 
with the Kremlin’s cards. There was a crescendo of dire predictions 
and flat assertions that the Soviets had already zeroed-in the vital 
centers of the United States with operational long-range missiles. 
One derived the impression from our press that the Soviets were 
already “counting down” the total destruction of the United States. 
On the basis of just one technological achievement, our newspapers 
more or less suggested the Soviets had us completely at their mercy. 

This really played into the Soviets’ hands. Many of the uncom- 
mitted nations the world over then became convinced the Soviets 
represented the wave of the future and that they might as well fall 
in with them. Secondly, they suddenly became afraid that the United 
States was no longer capable of providing for their security. If one 
reviews the papers, he will see how alarming and shocking this Soviet 
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achievement seemed to be, as it was presented at that time. The 
event could have been handled with a great deal more maturity and 
responsibility. 
r. Doucueriy. There is reason to fear that the Soviets are making 
a calculated effort, by applying cleverly conceived advertising tech- 
niques to their technological gains, to induce us to overestimate their 
total strategic capabilities. For decades, they have pursued a policy 
of “planned misinformation” with regard to their rate of industrial 
growth, and it is possible that they are now doing the same thing in 
the realm of technological developments. We certainly do not wish 
to belittle the progress they have made. They have hurled at us a 
technological ditions of the first magnitude. But we should not 
run to hysterical extremes in estimating their progress. We should 
rise to the challenge of protracted scientific and technological com- 
—T without exaggerating the Soviets’ abilities and achievements. 
oubtless, they are anxious to produce such an impact upon us as 
will further inhibit us from contemplating a determined stand against 
their expansionist activities anywhere. They are succeeding in this 
effort to an alarming extent. We should remember, on the basis of 
their past performance, that the Soviet leaders are not above padding 
figures. it they make a technical breakthrough worth, let us say, 
50 units, they might succumb to the temptation to represent it as 
being worth 75 units. 

The American press played up the sputniks for somewhat more 
than they were worth. The manner in which the Soviets had launched 
the first sputnik, in utter disregard of the IGY agreements, was so 
— that American scientists were caught off guard. American 
analysts, writing for the newspapers, were led to make totally exag- 
gerated, speculative claims concerning the magnitude of the Soviet 
scientific achievement. Perhaps you will recall some original guesses 
that the satellite might stay up for a million years. The average 
newspaper reader, I would imagine, was impressed by the thought of 
a manmade satellite circling the earth for a million years. The glory 
of the deed reflected upon the Soviets. Actually, as we know, the 
first sputnik burned itself out after a few months. Facts such as this 
should make us cautious when it comes to the handling of tech- 
nological achievements by the popular media of communication. 

As we move into an era of unusual technological developments, we 
have a right to expect our own scientists and news analysts to treat 
them maturely and to approach them with a certain caution. We 
must all try to inculcate in ourselves the rudiments of a scientific 
spirit and suspend judgment on the “Barnumized’”’ deeds of Com- 
munist society until our scientists are able to verify their significance. 
If we take it for granted that every claim which the Soviets make in 
the realm of technology is meticulously accurate, we are exposing 
ourselves to a subtle danger. We are, in effect, saying that we must 
let down our intellectual guard against all scientific statements which 
emanate from Tass, a political news agency. (Incidentally, all the 
announcements about the sputniks came from Tass, not from any 
recognized body of Russian scientists.) 

It is dangerous for us to allow the Kremlin’s psychological warfare 
experts to establish the presumption that, when they speak about 
technological accomplishments, they cannot possibly deceive us. U 
to the present time, every statement that they have made on this 
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score may very well have been meticulously accurate. This is a 
matter for the scientists of the free world to determine when all the 
data on the earth satellites have been gathered and published. (To 
date, the Soviets have revealed nothing of new scientific value.) But 
if we throw away our mental defenses—and even our scientists are 
not completely immunized against this danger—the day might come 
when the Communists will attempt to exploit our “conditioned gulli- 
bility” for.their own strategic purposes. 

Mr. Corrretu. I would just add one thing. I think that in time 
of war the American people, generally, and their political parties 
abstain from partisan politics. We let politics “stop at the water’s 
edge.” If we would only realize now that, although we are not yet 
embroiled in a total military conflict—although some phases of it 
became military from time to time—nevertheless we are locked in a 
total protracted conflict with the Communists for whom the militar 
is but one aspect of a unified theory of war, probably more responsi- 
bility would be shown by many politicians and publicists in this 
country. 

Many of the troubles we encounter in dealing with the Communists 
are due to the differences in our basic governmental systems. Our 
Executive, when he has a good policy, cannot put it across before it 
becomes the subject of political debate. The great debates which are 
sources of strength in the internal affairs of a democracy actually 
vitidte our foreign policy. Mr. Truman, for example, hinted in a 
press conference in November 1950 that we might use the atomic 
bomb in Korea. This was met by a chorus of shouts, and Mr. Attlee 
rushed to Washington to make sure we would not use it. The Com- 
munists, of course, were immediately made aware that this was merely 
a psychological gambit. 

As soon as the present administration came in, in 1952, it took the 
wraps off Chiang Kai-shek by deneutralizing Formosa. No sooner 
was this done than cries were raised that we intended to send Chiang 
back to the mainland. Secretary Dulles practically had to tell the 
American people and, indirectly, the Communists that he was only 
engaging in psychological warfare. 

he-United States should be able to wage psychological warfare 
more effectively than the Soviet Union. The fact that it has been 
unable to do so derives from certain features of its own democratic 
system, such as the sensationalism of the press, the irresponsibility 
of many journalists and politicians, and the rivalry of the armed 
services. The answer does not lie in any institutional modification 
of our democratic social structure. What is urgently needed is an 
advance to political maturity and responsibility on the part of Ameri- 
can elites, who should be able to act as intelligent critics of American 
policy without depriving the Government of all freedom of choice 
in the conduct of American diplomacy. 

The CHartrMAN. Thank you very much, gentlemen. 

That will conclude the consultation today. 


(Whereupon, at 4 p. m., Tuesday, May 20, 1958, the consultation 
was concluded.) 
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